At 23.43.4, Livy records Hannibal's prophecy that he will achieve a maior et clarior victoria in the year following his decisive victory at Cannae. 1 Livy's Hannibal is portrayed as entitled to believe that he had fulfilled that prophecy after his capture of the southern Italian city-state of Tarentum in 212 b.c.e. With Tarentum in his control, Hannibal had established his dominance in southern Italy, and this in turn created the conditions for his march on Rome herself. This paper aims to facilitate better understanding of Livy's complex presentation of Hannibal, arguably the most important non-Roman to appear in the extant books of the Ab Vrbe Condita. 2 The Tarentum narrative illustrates Hannibal's ability to create and maintain a relationship with a community which he seeks to bring under his control; it thus portrays Hannibal as embodying a political threat to the Romans as he forms a political-cultural alliance through which Roman inf luence over Italian communities is undermined.
The episodes which constitute the narrative (24.13.1-6, 24.20.9-16, 25.7.10-11.20, and 27.15.4-16.9) appear both in the fifth and sixth pentads, in which the historian narrates the Carthaginian offensive and the Roman counteroffensive, respectively. This is evidence of their importance to Livy's bellum Hannibalicum. 3 The "scattered" placement of the episodes-necessary in that the historian must narrate the war in sequence, and the events at Tarentum span five years, from 214 to 209 b.c.e.-interweaves this narrative with the war as a whole during this critical period in which Hannibal's dominance reaches its height and then begins to give way to Roman hegemony. 4 Moreover, Tarentum has serious implications for Livy's Romans, as their efforts leading to the recapture of the city, and their behavior afterwards, illustrates that they have learned from Hannibal. Thus they are in a position to reclaim influence over, and shortly thereafter to expand beyond, the Italian peninsula. 5 I. In the first episode (24.13.1-6) Livy establishes the foundation upon which the relationship between Hannibal and the Tarentines can arise: When Hannibal was at Lake Avernus, five young nobles came to him from Tarentum. Some had been taken prisoner at Lake Trasimene, and some at Cannae, and they had been sent back to their homes with the 6 See R. Morello, "Place and Road: Neglected Aspects of Livy, 9, 1-9," in C. Deroux, ed., Studies in Latin Literature and Roman History 11 (Brussels 2003) 298, on associating a journey with a choice or decision. See also M. Jaeger, "Guiding Metaphor and Narrative Point of View in Livy's Ab Vrbe Condita," in C. S. Kraus, ed., The Limits of Historiography: Genre and Narrative in Ancient Historical Texts (Leiden 1999) 178-83. Eckstein, Moral Vision in the Histories of Polybius (above, n.5) 140 -50 discusses Polybius' presentation of young men (νέοι) as a threat to the established order in the state; also 146 n.106 on the Tarentine νέοι.
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58.1, namque Hannibal secundum tam prosperam ad Cannas pugnam victoris magis quam bellum gerentis intentus curis, cum captivis productis segregatisque socios, sicut ante ad Trebiam
Trasumennumque lacum, benigne adlocutus sine pretio dimisisset ("following this enormously successful engagement at Cannae, Hannibal had busied himself with affairs that were more properly the concern of a victor than a soldier still at war. He brought forth the prisoners, and separated them into groups. As earlier at the Trebia and Lake Trasimene, he had kind words for the allies, whom he once again released without ransom"). 8 Of course, Livy's reader already knows that this will happen: at 22. 61 .12 he provides a "narrative seed" when he includes Tarentum in a list of communities who join Hannibal in the aftermath of Cannae. For this technique, see Kraus (above, n.4) 60 -61. 9 On historia and memoria, see A. M. usual courtesy that the Carthaginian had accorded all the allies of Rome. Remembering this kind treatment of them, they now reported to him that they had convinced most of the younger men of Tarentum to choose friendship and alliance with Hannibal over one with the Roman people. They said that they had been sent by their people as official representatives with a request to Hannibal that he move his army closer to Tarentum.
For the Tarentines the journey is a metaphor, representing their movement away from being allies of the Romans (Romanorum socios) to having an alliance with Hannibal (Hannibalis . . . societatem).
6 Livy connects this journey in the present to one in the past: these youths fought against Hannibal, were captured, but were then granted their freedom and were allowed to return home (domos). 7 The reference to Trasimene and Cannae situates this meeting as connected to, or as an extension of, Hannibal's brilliant military victories at these places.
8
By remembering the positive treatment (ei memores beneficiorum eius) they received at the hands of Hannibal in the (recent) past, the youths offer a third-party perspective on the general that, in theory, is independent of Roman or Carthaginian bias. The difference between the Roman and Tarentine experiences at Cannae separates these communities on the basis of their different memories. Memores would seem to have serious implications: if it may be read as implying historia, 9 then the Tarentines are presenting an alternate history which, ultimately, endangers the Ab Vrbe Condita: memory of Cannae as a means of organizing Rome's response to the past is threatened by the memory maior eT clarior vicToria of the Tarentines, who think not of their misfortune at being on the losing side, but of Hannibal's kind treatment of them. 10 Of course, given that these men are iuvenes, their knowledge of Tarentum's history may be limited, 11 and so all that they can draw upon are their own memories, which, given their recent experiences as soldiers who fought against, and lost to, Hannibal, have shaped the kind of men they are. Depending on how effectively Hannibal builds upon, or manipulates, these memoriae, the Romans may be unable to influence the perception of Hannibal in Italy, and this would impair their ability to coerce other Italian states to help them. Livy's reader, knowing that Rome (eventually) prevails in the Hannibalic War, is presented with the opportunity to explore this altera historia.
12
Remembering the past and acting upon it are, of course, two different things. In this case the former leads to the latter, as Livy facilitates the joining together of Hannibal and the youths. They move from voicing positive memories about Hannibal in the past to reporting public opinion in their city in the present, which they have actively worked to inf luence: the majority (magnam partem) of the city's youth prefer friendship and alliance with him to alliance with Rome (ut Hannibalis amicitiam ac societatem quam populi Romani mallent). The phrase amicitiam ac societatem is not necessarily tautologous:
13 identified as legati, the young men have the brief to establish a formal alliance with Hannibal; their desire for amicitia suggests the possibility that this alliance will extend beyond the limited scope of a political/military alliance. By asking Hannibal to move his army near the city, and telling him that should he do so, the city will surrender itself without delay (haud ullam intercessuram moram 24.13.3), the Tarentines demonstrate their enthusiasm for an alliance by trying to bring it about as quickly as possible.
This meeting is significant in that Livy portrays Hannibal as a "passive" general, agreeing to a stratagem devised by others. Hannibal generally does not follow the advice of others, 14 and so for him to appear willing to do so here signifies a willingness to alter his 10 M. Jaeger, Livy's Written Rome (Ann Arbor 1997) 99-107, and J. D. Chaplin, Livy's Exemplary History (Oxford 2000) 54-65 delineate the ways in which Livy used the Roman response to Cannae to shape his narrative of the Hannibalic War.
11 Their ignorance of their city's past appears all the more poignant given that Decius Magius refers to Pyrrhus' rule over the Tarentines in order to warn the Capuans against joining with Hannibal (23.7.5). On Decius, see Chaplin (above, n.10) 79-80.
12 Kraus (above, n.4) 61 notes that Livy's narrative of the Hannibalic War relies in part on the reader's knowledge of Rome's eventual triumph in it. This means that "Rome's overall destiny for greatness can be thwarted momentarily on the level of individual detail. (24.13.5)
Hannibal had himself been overtaken by an enormous desire to take possession of Tarentum. He could see that it was a rich and famous city, and also that it was on the coast and, conveniently, faced Macedonia. 16 King Philip would head for this port if the Romans were in control of Brundisium when he crossed to Italy.
Hannibal's desire-described as ingens-to take the city explains his ingentia promissa in speaking to the youths. Tarentum appears to mark a new phase in the war, as Hannibal imagines its expansion to include Philip. Tarentum is thus initially presented as a means to an end, a way for Hannibal to advance significantly his war effort.
The second episode (24.20.9-16) subtly builds upon the nascent relationship between Hannibal and the Tarentine youths. In the first episode the youths discuss their desire for amicitia with Hannibal; in this episode Livy shows Hannibal working towards that end, as his army behaves as if they are in the territory of amici: Only on reaching Tarentine territory did his column begin to move forward in a peaceful manner. No damage was done to the area, and there was no leaving the line of march; and this was evidently not restraint on the part of the men or their leader, but an attempt to win the support of the Tarentines. When Hannibal approached the city walls, however, the initial sight of his column did not, to his surprise, bring any reaction, and he encamped about a mile from the city.
The soldiers' restraint from ravaging the countryside comes not from themselves but from instructions from their general (ducis). The via directs where Hannibal wants to go, and not deviating from it is a metaphor for Hannibal's ability to focus on his objective.
Despite not being contacted by the youths, and thus fearing that the capture of Tarentum will not take place, Hannibal does not perceive their territory as hostile and he does not allow his army to damage the land: Hannibal spent a number of days at Tarentum to no purpose. Then, when none of the people who had come to him at Lake Avernus appeared in person, or sent him any communiqué or letter, he became aware that he had wasted his time following up on an idle promise, and he struck camp. Even at that point he left the lands of Tarentum intact; although his fake clemency had, as yet, gained him nothing.
The historian has already explained Tarentine inactivity as being due to increased security measures in the city brought about by the Romans (24.20.12-13). The fact that the Romans suspect an attack from either the enemy or the wavering allies (dubiis sociis), and that the attack could come at any point, day or night (die ac nocte), suggests the activity of the youth, and thus the likelihood that Hannibal will capture the city.
A potential difficulty arises in the phrase simulata lenitas, which might suggest that Hannibal is being duplicitous, exhibiting negative behavior similar to that outlined in the historian's (first) description of Hannibal's character. 17 Given that the next episode contains no his great vices: pitiless cruelty, treachery worse than Punic, no regard for the truth, and no integrity, no fear of the gods or respect for an oath, and no scruples"). On Hannibal's portrait, see P. G. Walsh, Livy: Book XXI (London 1973) 127-28; Will (above, n.2) 158-59; Cipriani (above, n.2). E. Burck, "The Third Decade," in T. A. Dorey, ed., Livy (London 1971) 33, notes that Hannibal's actions in the early years of the war confirmed for Livy the negative features of Hannibal's character, which the historian describes at the beginning of book 21. See Walsh (above, n.2) 104: "there is consistent emphasis on the Carthaginian's cruelty-a feature generally attested-and also on his guile." He goes on to note that "even more stress is laid on his guile and deceit, so that ambushes and similar stratagems are labelled Hannibalic methods." On Hannibal in book 21, see Mader (above, n.2). reference to the general's duplicity (in fact, the historian appears to be at pains to suggest contrariwise), this comment might be dismissed as a relic of the old Hannibal, the man who attacked Saguntum and imposed three humiliating defeats on the Romans. Or-to look at it another way-Hannibal is striving to break free from, or simply aims to challenge the accuracy of, the negatives impressions the Romans are spreading about him, which became ingrained in Roman historical consciousness and inf luenced Livy's own impression of the general-at least when the historian started to write the third decade.
II.
The capture of Tarentum constitutes the main episode of the narrative at 25.7.10-11.20. The placement of this episode in book 25 is very significant, as it marks the high point of Hannibal's campaign in Italy. 18 The opening sentences of book 25 indicate Tarentum's importance in the book: dum haec in Africa atque in Hispania geruntur, Hannibal in agro Sallentino aestatem consumpsit spe per proditionem urbis Tarentinorum potiundae. ipsorum interim Sallentinorum ignobiles urbes ad eum defecerunt ("while these events were taking place in Africa and Spain, Hannibal spent the summer in the territory of the Sallentini, where he hoped to take control of the city of Tarentum by means of treachery," 25.1.1). Tarentum is thus conceived by the historian as having an axial role in the course of the wider scope of the war, from Spain to Africa and, geographically, as one might imagine Tarentum as occupying the middle point between the two, that is, travelling from Spain to Africa, via Tarentum. For the Romans this will be especially important, as Scipio will move from maior eT clarior vicToria a successful campaign in Spain to his invasion of Africa via Fabius' successful campaign to retake Tarentum (see below, section III).
Hannibal's new allies in southern Italy, important as they may be in their own right, exist only as preparatory exercises by the general as his thoughts remain firmly focused on Tarentum (cum Tarentinorum defectio iam diu et in spe Hannibali et in suspicione Romanis esset, causa forte extrinsecus maturandae eius intervenit "the defection of Tarentum was something that Hannibal had long hoped for, and the Romans had long suspected to be coming," 25.7.10).
Livy propitiously discusses Tarentine-Roman relations at this point, which means he can establish the Hannibal-Tarentine relationship on the back of the perceived inadequacies of Rome's relationship with the city. That is, Hannibal can be seen to do (very) well what the Romans are doing (very) badly. The execution of Tarentine hostages by the Romans establishes a clear difference of approach to the city on the part of the Romans and Hannibal which will become more apparent in the near future. 19 The Romans destroy a part of Tarentum through the killing of some of her citizens; Hannibal's release of the prisoners after Cannae, and later his instructions to his soldiers not to damage Tarentine territory, reveal him to be someone who is at pains to preserve Tarentum as a whole city. The outrage expressed by the Tarentines at the behavior of the Romans-presented by the historian as a double outrage, expressed both by the state as a whole and by individual citizens (huius atrocitas poenae duarum nobilissimarum in Italia Graecarum civitatium animos inritavit cum publice, tum etiam singulos privatim ut quique tam foede interemptos aut propinquitate aut amicitia contigebat, "the brutality of this punishment caused ill-feeling in the two most famous Greek city-states in Italy, and on a personal as well as national level, insofar as individuals were connected by family or friendship with the men who had faced such horrible deaths," 25.8.1)-establishes clearly the strained relationship with Rome which presumably Hannibal can exploit. It also partially exonerates Hannibal and his Tarentine co-conspirators from charges that their capture of control of the city came about through deception. 20 The Tarentines seek to replace their lost friends with Hannibal as their amicus. The injury to the Tarentine animi in this passage 19 25.7.11-13. See Walsh (above, n.2) 74. 20 Canter (above, n.2) 574. Livy omits one detail to be found in Polybius' version at 8.27.1-9: the drunkenness of the Roman commander, Gaius Livius (the historian mentions him at 26.39.1, but (mis)identifies him as Marcus Livius). See F. W. Walbank, A Historical Commentary on Polybius Volume II (Oxford 1967) 102-103; Kukof ka (above, n.18) 28. This person is not explored in detail, despite being a member of Livy's gens-see Walsh (above, n.2) 152-53. Livius' drunkenness may not necessarily be a personal trait, but something that he picks up from the Tarentines: Aelian notes that at Tarentum it is customary to begin drinking at dawn and continue until the markets opened (Historical Miscellany 12.30). Champion (above, n.5) 149 observes that in Polybius "these scattered images of the Romans as being somewhat deficient in high principled behavior both in generalship and in international relations, read in the context of the books that are to follow, foreshadow a deterioration of Roman collective group character." makes it possible for Hannibal to win over them, as he hoped to do at 24.20.10 (ad conciliandos animos Tarentinorum). Therefore, by inf licting damage upon, or bringing about the loss of, Roman-Tarentine amicitia, the Romans provide Hannibal with the opportunity to offer himself as an amicus.
The identification of Tarentum as one of the most famous citystates (nobilissimarum, 25.8.1)-which recalls Hannibal's perception of the city as nobilem at 24.13.5-confirms its value as an ally just as Hannibal is about to gain the city and the Romans are about to lose it. Here Tarentum is promoted from urbs (referred to as such on three previous occasions, 24.13.5, 24.20.11, and 25.1.1) to civitas. The use of the latter in this passage might convey that, in Hannibal's view, Tarentum is something more than a collection of buildings. Just as Hannibal gets close enough to the urbs to see it (for a second time), and with the reasonable certainty that he will obtain his goal, it takes on greater significance. As a civitas it is not the physical city which Hannibal covets, but what Tarentum stands for, politically and possibly culturally.
Hannibal continues his role as the passive military figure at the beginning of this episode when he does not move against the city on his own, but is advised by to do so Nico and Philemenus (qui cum et causas consilii sui et quid pararent exposuissent, 25.8.7).
21
The increase in the number of youths who come to Hannibal-from five to thirteen-and the identification of their leaders suggests the growth of the pro-Hannibal movement in the city and gives it a formal identity. 22 Livy does not need to outline Tarentine grievances against the Romans for a second time: thus the historian does not delay unnecessarily the Carthaginian takeover of the city. 23 Hannibal goes further than before by vowing to maintain the liberty of the city (congressi cum Hannibale rursus fide sanxerunt liberos Tarentinos leges <suas> suaque omnia habituros neque ullum vectigal Poeno pensuros praesidiumve invitos recepturos "meeting Hannibal again, they secured an assurance from him that, after their liberation, the people of Tarentum would keep their own laws and their possessions, and would not pay any tax to the Carthaginian or have a garrison installed against their wishes" 25.8.8). More important is the fact that Hannibal now follows through with the "heavy promises" (ingentia promissa) he made in his first meeting with the youths (24.13.4). In saying that he will respect the libertas of Tarentum, Hannibal situates himself on the political inside of the city, arguing that he 21 Appian narrates this brief ly at 6.32-34. Granted, Hannibal has made, and then promptly broken, similar promises before: Capua. 25 Hannibal is neither is questioned about, nor does he recall, this negative behavior and Livy makes no authorial interjection, therefore Hannibal's behavior at Tarentum will be assessed on its own merits. Conversely, Hannibal can demonstrate his understanding of the importance of keeping his promises by following through at Tarentum what he so effortlessly cast aside at Capua.
Hannibal's presentation of himself on the inside of the political city facilitates the military campaign, as he appears to be inside Tarentum trying to push the Romans out instead of being outside the city with the Romans inside. In fact, when the Carthaginian army gains access to the city, Hannibal joins his army to that of the Tarentines, making them into a single (and supposedly unified) force. Hannibal dispatches units of his Gallic soldiers with Tarentine guides so that they may occupy key strategic points in the city (25.9.16). They are ordered to occupy the most traveled routes in the city and to kill any Roman present, but to spare the city's inhabitants (itinera quam maxime frequentia occupari iubet, tumultu orto Romanos passim caedi, oppidanis parci, 25.9.16-17). 26 In order to do this, Hannibal gives the Tarentines instructions to encourage those they meet in the city not to expose the plan (25.9.17).
Livy's identification of Gallic soldiers suggests an interesting geographic encircling of the Romans. The Gauls are associated with the north (for they often invade Italy from the north); and the Tarentines are associated with the south, given the city's position on the southern Italian coast. Rome, occupying the middle, is in an unenviable position. One might imagine the position of the three parties as Gauls-Romans-Tarentines; therefore the Gallic-Tarentine pairing can be seen as surrounding Rome. The Roman escape to the citadel of Tarentum facilitates this interpretation: the Romans seek refuge in the innermost part of the city, 27 just as they did in Rome itself when the Gauls attacked Rome in the early Republic. 28 24 Livy here foreshadows Hannibal the post-war politician, which the historian describes at 33.47. Ironically this will make Hannibal unpopular in Carthage, and shortly leads to his forced f light. 25 Promises made: 23.7.1-2 and 23.10.1-2; promise (promptly) broken: 23.10.4. 26 In Polybius Hannibal instructs his army before they enter the city (8.26.7-9). He does not reveal the specifics of his plan, but rather orders them to follow orders specifically once they are given. 27 Described by Livy through Hannibal's eyes (videret) at 25.11.1, the citadel is protected not only due to its elevation, but also due to its being surrounded on all but one side by water. See the map in J. F. Lazenby, Hannibal's War (Warminster 1978 By now there was the uproar and shouting that occurs when a city is captured, but what was happening nobody really knew. The Tarentines thought that the Romans had risen up to pillage their city; to the Romans it seemed to be some kind of treacherous uprising by the townspeople.
The Tarentines believe (credere) that Romans are attacking them; the Romans think (videri) that it is the Tarentines who are attacking. The use of videri is ironic, given that as it is night the Romans (presumably) cannot see very well, and therefore cannot understand what is going on, and when it becomes light and they are able to see clearly, it is too late. The sense of confusion is emphasized by Livy through his reference to sound, and the manipulation of the opposites of silence and noise indicates Hannibal's effectiveness as a leader. 29 While the conspirators and Hannibal's army infiltrate the city silently, when the attack begins a Tarentine blows a Roman trumpet, especially secured for the attack, and does so badly, so that neither side is certain what the signal means. 30 Both sides finally realize what is going on at daybreak (ubi inluxit): the Romans see the Carthaginians, and the Tarentines see dead Romans (25.10.5-6).
Of greater importance than the capture of the city is Hannibal's address to the general populace. 31 What Hannibal says to the Tarentines now that he is in control of the city is, arguably, the most important event of this narrative, as it will confirm whether Hannibal's behavior in the previous episodes was, in fact, genuine. The fact that Hannibal appears consistent here-that is, what he says outside the city is confirmed by what he says inside the city-appreciably strengthens his position, and serves to correct comments 29 Polybius also refers to silence (8.30.5) and noise (8.30.7). Livy might also have Sallust's Jugurtha in mind, who, as C. S. Kraus ("Jugurthine Disorder," in Kraus, ed., [above, n.6] 232-37) demonstrates, is able to move quickly and to delay when fighting the Romans. Did Jugurtha learn this tactic from Hannibal, or has Livy's Hannibal learned from Sallust's Jugurtha? 30 31 Polybius prefaces Hannibal's speech by noting that the Tarentine conspirators (οἱ νεανίσκοι ) proceeded through the city, calling on the citizens to support the freedom (ἐλευθερίαν) which Hannibal had come to give them (8.31.2).
like simulata lenitas at 24.20.14. Livy therefore appears to modify his opinion of Hannibal with respect to his behavior towards this city-state. 32 In fact, Hannibal's positive behavior here might be seen as indicative of the historian's reassessment of him which culminates in the second character portrait at 28.12.
Although Livy does not provide Hannibal's speech, he does indicate the manner in which the general speaks: benigne adlocutus (25.10.8). Hannibal both presents himself in a positive light, reminding his audience of his kind treatment of their citizens captured at Trasimene and Cannae (testatusque quae praestitisset civibus eorum . . . cepisset), and presents the Romans in a negative light, referring to their arrogance (dominationem superbam Romanorum, 25.10.8-9).
33
With reference to the former, he repeats and expands upon what the youths said to him at their first meeting (at 24.13.1). Hannibal's treatment of the Tarentine cives stands in very stark contrast to that of the Romans'; and referring to the captured and released youths as cives builds upon his promises to restore Tarentine libertas. Unlike Polybius, who notes that the Tarentines cheered every sentence of Hannibal's speech (8.31.4), Livy does not record the audience's response; their approval of Hannibal is identified later (25.11.17; and see below). In order to separate the Romans and the Tarentines, Hannibal asks the inhabitants to mark their homes so that Carthaginian army will only plunder the Roman dwellings, which he identifies as hostilis (25.10.10). Hannibal proves himself to be someone who lives up to the agreements he makes, for the historian noted the general's demand that he be allowed to plunder Roman property at 25.8.8.
When after his speech Hannibal attacks the remnant Roman force in the city (25.11.1-16), he does so as the leader of a joint Carthaginian-Tarentine force. Hannibal's decision to construct a new wall, built by his soldiers and the Tarentines, encloses the Romans in the citadel, cutting them off (he hopes) from any Roman assistance that might come from outside the city (25.11.1-2). Hannibal's survey of the city's topography establishes his credentials as the best person to assess the situation, and therefore to make the decision on what ought to be done. What Hannibal does with his skills here will be important.
Hannibal's army contributes to the city through their construction of a defensive wall against the citadel. Referred to no less than five times as an opus (a word which can be taken both literally and figuratively), the wall and the act of building it is both a physical and intellectual product which serves as a monumentum to 32 In fact, Hannibal appears to have redirected his duplicity towards the Romans. Polybius at 8.26.1 notes that before his attack on Tarentum Hannibal had feigned illness in order to deceive the Romans who might suspect his continued presence in the region. 33 See Polybius, 8.31.3-4: "the remainder obeyed the summons and arrived without arms in the market place, where Hannibal addressed them in friendly terms (Ἀννίβαω φιλανθρώπους διελέχθη λόγους). The Tarentines loudly applauded every word (Ταραντίνων ὁμοθυμαδὸν ἐπισημηναμένων ἕκαστα τῶν λεγομένων), for they were delighted at this unexpected turn of events." See Chaplin (above, n.10) 67. When the construction got under way, the gate was suddenly flung open, and the Romans attacked the working parties. The guards in the post in front of the works allowed themselves to be driven back so that the Romans, their recklessness growing with success, would chase their defeated foe in greater numbers, and over a greater distance. Then a signal was given and the Carthaginians-whom Hannibal had kept formed up just for this purpose-rose to the attack on every side. The Romans could not withstand the assault, but the restricted space, and the obstacles they faced in the works already under construction, and the building materials for the others, impeded their headlong flight. Large numbers threw themselves into the moat, and the loss of life was greater in the retreat than in the fighting. After that there was no obstruction when work recommenced.
By attacking the wall almost immediately, the Romans recognize what the wall represents in military and cultural terms. The restricted space in which the Romans must fight is a metaphor for the exceptionally difficult situation they currently face. To the Carthaginians and Tarentines who would labor in its construction, the wall is a monument to Hannibal's success in unifying the two parties, and the military victory they hope to achieve; to the Romans the wall is a monument to their defeat. As a monumentum it is unusual in that it is built in anticipation of victory, or rather as an instrument to achieve victory. Its continued existence is dangerous, both in the military and historical sense. In terms of the former, the wall is a practice run for a strategy which Hannibal may choose to employ against Rome herself: siege warfare. More importantly, the wall is a monumentum to Roman defeat in Italy. While Rome herself contains monuments to her military victories, Tarentum threatens to become a city which contains the opposite: monuments to victories enjoyed 34 On material opera in Livy, see Jaeger (above, n.6) 174-78. maior eT clarior vicToria 30 35 De Am. 10, hoc illud est praecipue in cognitione rerum salubre ac frugiferum, omnis te exempli documenta in inlustri posita monumento intueri ("the special and salutary benefit of the study of history is to behold evidence of every kind of behavior set forth as on a splendid memorial"). 36 In describing Tarentine coinage from this period, Brauer (above, n.5) 196-97 notes that new coins had their weight reduced to match Carthaginian currency, and the names inscribed on them belonged to locals serving Hannibal, or Carthaginians "administrating a nominally liberated city" (197) . 37 Polybius records this at 8. by others over Rome. For a second time, the Tarentines appear to be writing, or attempting to write, altera historia. In the preface, Livy compares reading history to gazing upon a monument. 35 For the Carthaginians and the Tarentines who gaze upon the monument which they are building, it represents their desire to change the course of the history of the war.
After this assault fails, construction of the wall continues by the citizens and a small garrison left behind by Hannibal when he (temporarily) withdraws from the city (25.11.8). The speed with which the wall is completed, surprising even Hannibal when he returns to the city to inspect its progress, symbolises the ease with which Hannibal's men and the Tarentines have merged into a single community.
36
In holding a consilium to discuss the long-term defence of the city (25.11.12-18), 37 Hannibal demonstrates his willingness and ability to incorporate the ideas of others into his deliberations. Hannibal explains the problem of the continued Roman occupation of the citadel, and the Tarentines guide him to a possible solution: a naval blockade of the harbor by Carthaginian ships. Just as they agree with Hannibal, the Tarentines require that the general prove his commitment to the defense of the city: adsentiebantur Tarentini; ceterum ei qui consilium adferret opem quoque in eam rem adferendam censebant esse ("the Tarentines agreed, but said that they thought that the man responsible for the idea should also be responsible for the means to carry it out," 25.11.14). This Hannibal does by explaining how the Tarentine ships can be moved into the open sea (25.11.16-17). Hannibal succeeds in rousing the passions of the Tarentines for the task, 38 and this causes them to express admiration for the speaker: haec oratio non spem modo effectus sed ingentem etiam ducis admirationem fecit ("these comments aroused not only hopes for success but admiration for the commander," 25.11.18). The Tarentines perception of Hannibal as dux serves as unambiguous acknowledgment of their acceptance of him.
39
If the Tarentum narrative was intended by Livy to represent an altera historia, then it appears to be so most strongly at this point. Tarentine admiration of Hannibal is not presented as an empty opinion but is based on actual experience, thus appearing to undermine any negative thoughts or actions on Hannibal's part which the historian ascribed to him earlier in the narrative (24.20.14). If Hannibal was not obsequious then, one might infer he does not in fact possess the other negative character traits which the historian described him possessing (21.4.5-10). In other words, Hannibal's positive actions, or rather the positive interpretations of his actions, in the present threatens to extend backwards in time and backwards in the narrative to the point where the historian describes Hannibal's character. If this altera historia is successful, then Hannibal in Italy appears not as a cruel enemy of Rome, but as a defender of freedom against Rome. Granted, this is an exceptionally uncomfortable place and situation in which Livy's Romans find themselves, but by doing so the historian is negligent in his responsibilities as a patriotic historian. Roman victory at Tarentum, and the eventual Roman victory in the war which is indirectly built upon Fabius Maximus' efforts at and on behalf of the city, represents a greater victory than a description of a military victory alone.
III.
In the first book of the sixth pentad, Livy constructs his narrative to provide early signs that Rome will gain the initiative in the war, that she will eventually win, and will therefore pull back from the precipice of having her history unravel before her. Tarentum's role in the Roman resurgence is suggest by the historian's interim assessment of the war at 26.37. 
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There was no other point in the war at which the Carthaginians and the Romans, both experiencing a variety of fortunes, were fluctuating so much between hope and fear. In the provinces, failure in Spain and success in Sicily had brought the Romans a mixture of dejection and elation. In Italy, too, Tarentum being taken away from them was a painful loss, but unexpectedly holding onto the citadel had brought them joy. Likewise, there had been sudden panic and fear when Hannibal blockaded and attacked the city of Rome, but this turned to jubilation with the capture of Capua a few days later.
That the situation at Tarentum is satisfactory to neither side is made clear, as neither the Romans nor Hannibal controls the whole city: the latter possesses the city, and the former occupies the citadel. Both Romans and Carthaginians have similar positive and negative feelings-hope and fear (spe ac metu)-about the current situation.
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The war, as Livy notes a few sentences later, could go either way: ita aequante fortuna suspensa omnia utrisque erant, integra spe, integro metu, velut illo tempore primum bellum inciperent ("so Fortune was evening things up, and everything hung in the balance on both sides, with hopes and fears as alive as if they were actually starting the war at that moment" 26.37.9). By providing detailed information about the state of affairs at Tarentum, while only general details about the state of the war elsewhere, Livy imbues Tarentum with additional significance in the course of the war at this critical stage. The historian will not return to Tarentum until book 27, which creates tension in the narrative. Any advancements made by either Romans or Carthaginians in their wider war efforts in the interim will thus only be confirmed once matters at Tarentum are resolved.
Shortly afterwards the historian narrates a naval battle between the Romans and the Tarentines. Livy first describes the difficult situation of the Romans in the citadel (26.39.1). The Roman fleet hopes to be able to land provisions, but is met by a Tarentine fleet of equal size (26.39.6). The Tarentines' belief that they are fighting for their libertas relocates their struggle in a political context. Roman-Tarentine relations are thus recast not as an alliance of equals, but one in which the Romans were the oppressors and the Tarentines the oppressed. The Romans appear to face an additional danger from Hannibal's alliance with Tarentum: that he is engaging in, and more importantly that he could win, a political battle in which the concept of libertas, central to Roman identity since the foundation of the Republic, will be wrestled away from the Romans. This episode therefore builds upon the main episode of the Tarentum narrative, where Hannibal promises (1) to respect Tarentine libertas before he captures the city, (2) honors that promise once in control of it, and perhaps most appropriately, (3) refers to the superbia of the Romans (25.10.8-9; and see above). The last is significant, for it invokes memories of Rome's kings, whose superbia, Livy noted at 2.1.2, made the arrival of libertas to be a particularly welcome occurrence.
Despite the exceptionally precarious political situation in which this episode appears to place the Romans, Livy does indicate that they will be able to overcome it. The Roman sailors believe that Tarentum was taken not by force and courage, but by treachery and surprise (non vi ac virtute, sed proditione ac furto, 26.39.11). In recognizing how they lost the city, the Romans understand the means by which they must retake it. 43 The brevity of the final episode (27.15. Livy emphasizes the success of Hannibal's unification of his army and that of the Tarentines when he describes the Roman assault to recapture the city. That the Romans kill Carthaginians and Tarentines without distinction (alii alios passim sine discrimine armatos inermis caedunt, Carthaginienses Tarentinosque pariter "there was indiscriminate slaughter of the armed and unarmed men in every quarter, and of Carthaginians and Tarentines alike" 27.16.6) suggests that the Romans are unable (or unwilling) to distinguish between the two groups. By identifying Hannibal's soldiers as Carthaginienses, Hannibal's army is simplified from being a force comprised of diverse nationalities to a homogeneous group. 45 The refusal to differentiate between Carthaginians and Tarentines in battle is anticipated in the previous sentence when Livy notes the death of the Punic commander, Carthalo, 46 who, recalling his family's long-standing connection to the Fabii, puts down his arms and then tries to approach Fabius only to be cut down (27.16.5). Carthalo's identification of the relationship between his and Fabius' family, which must entail revelation of his Carthaginian nationality, and his status within that nation, is neither recognized nor accepted by the Roman who kills him. But he also contributes directly to the Roman recapture of Tarentum. By revealing his identity and seeking to (re-)establish a relationship with Fabius, Carthalo undermines, if not consciously rejects, the Carthaginian-Tarentine relationship which Hannibal worked so hard to create and then maintain. Ironically, then, the Romans recognize Hannibal's efforts at Tarentum while one of his own army inadvertently rejects the same.
Once the Romans defeat the unified Carthaginian-Tarentine army in the present, they defeat it in the past by tearing down the defensive wall erected on Hannibal's orders (27.16.9). By engaging in an act of damnatio memoriae, the Romans ensure that there is no monumentum to serve as a historical record of Hannibal's success in uniting his army and the Tarentines, and therefore no mnemonic focal point around which a future offensive against the Romans could be (re)built.
In learning of the Roman recapture of the city, Hannibal acknowledges-perhaps for the first time-that he knows the likely outcome of this campaign will be defeat: "et Romani suum Hannibalem" inquit " habent; eadem qua ceperamus arte Tarentum amisimus" ("the Romans have their own Hannibal," he said, "we have lost Tarentum by the same means which we captured it," 27.16.10).
47 By acknowledging that the Romans are able to match his achievements, Hannibal inadvertently prophesies that the Romans will win the war. 45 Livy divides them into their distinct cultural groups when he reassesses Hannibal at 28.12.3-4. 46 Appian identifies Carthalo as the commander of Tarentum (8.49), while Livy only credits him as being leader of the Carthaginian garrison ( praefectum Punici praesidii). 47 See Plutarch, Fabius Maximus 23.1: "It appears, then, that the Romans have another Hannibal, for we have lost Tarentum as we took it; but in private he was then for the first time led to confess to his friends that he had long seen the difficulty, and now saw the impossibility of their mastering Italy with the present forces."
Hannibal's interpretation belies the truth of the Roman victory in the recapture of Tarentum. 48 The Roman commander, Fabius, does not permit wide-scale plundering of the city (sed maiore animo generis eius praeda abstinuit Fabius quam Marcellus "but Fabius showed more strength of character in passing up spoils of that sort than Marcellus had" 27.16.8), 49 which confirms that the Romans are learning from their past experiences. 50 The reference to Marcellus here is deliberate: the historian appears to invite comparison of Roman behavior at Tarentum with that at Syracuse (recorded by the historian in the previous book), 51 the low ebb in Rome's relations with those she conquers. Tarentum therefore can be read as a turning point, if not the turning point, in the war; it indicates not only that the Romans will defeat Hannibal, but also that they deserve to win the war. Fabius understands that allowing widespread despoliation to the city would not erase Hannibal's achievement there, and so he orders that the statues of the Tarentine gods be left intact (27.16.8). 52 And Fabius' positive actions regarding Tarentum are not limited to his presence in the city. In arguing on the city's behalf before the Senate (27.25.1), Fabius allows all Romans to benefit from his example by encouraging them to act upon it, and his presence in the Senate shortly after his success at Tarentum presents the Romans with the opportunity to put into practice the exemplum of his conduct there. They do this when they allow the Tarentines exiled by Hannibal to return to the city (27.35.4). The sending home (domos) of the exiles recalls Hannibal's doing the same to the youths, both after his victory at Cannae and in his first meeting with the youths. This creates a unity in the Tarentum narrative, with the Romans directly bringing about a conclusion to events at Tarentum in a similar way to that by which Hannibal indirectly set them in motion. Their identification as cives adds to the Romans' achievement, for they are restoring the political city, almost as if they are restoring her libertas, as they did previously at the end of the Pyrrhic War, 53 and which they took away through their treatment of the city in the period immediately preceding Hannibal's involvement. And by appearing to restore libertas, the Romans recapture from Hannibal the role of Republican champion to which he earlier appeared to lay claim.
By not recording Hannibal's banishment of these Tarentines earlier, Livy at this end-point of the Tarentum narrative invites reevaluation of Hannibal's efforts, and in so doing the Romans eclipse-or rewrite-the alternate history which the Tarentine episodes represent. In wanting the exiles to know who restored their property, the Romans establish a positive framework through which Tarentum can reevaluate her past relationship with Rome, which deposes the pro-Hannibal history that threatened to grow out of the Tarentine youths' positive memories of the general (24.13.2). In other words, the Romans encourage ref lection on the entirety of Roman-Tarentine history versus the short-term memories of a small minority of citizens.
The return of the exiled Tarentines signifies a rewriting of history in favor of the Romans. Livy identifies the exiles as currently being located in Greece; therefore their journey home brings to fruition the imagined journey that Hannibal saw Philip taking (24.13.5; see above). Instead of being a Hellenic army which would aid Hannibal in his defeat of Rome, however, the Tarentines would return to speak positively about the Romans, and thus initiate the positive reappraisal of Tarentine-Roman history. They might even provide military assistance against the Carthaginians. Hannibal therefore imagines the correct geographic journey (Greece to Italy), but the identity of those making the journey, potential enemies instead of allies, means that he inadvertently creates the means of weakening further his position in Italy. Tarentum's position as a turning point in the war remains, but the positions of Hannibal and the Romans now are reversed: Hannibal's greatest victory which he hoped would enable him to win the war instead becomes a Roman victory, which in turn permanently shifts control of the war (and control over the memory of the war) in Rome's favor. From Hannibal's perspective, Tarentum proves to be a dead end. 54 The Romans transport Hannibal to the point where he first became involved in Tarentine affairs. Having lost five years, Hannibal finds himself having failed to advance his campaign against Rome, while the Roman war effort has moved forward considerably, with Romans actions at Tarentum explicitly described by the historian as marking another significant step forward.
The Roman reclamation over how the war is remembered inside the text ultimately validates Livy's own position as historian of the conf lict in his Ab Vrbe Condita, as the memores of the Tarentine youths and the actions which f low from them fail to replace the 53 The periocha of book 15 records the end of the war with Pyrrhus in 275 b.c.e. thus: victis Tarentinis pax et libertas data est. Valerius Maximus calls this war Tarentinum bellum (2.7.15b). 54 See the guiding metaphor of the labyrinth explored by M. Jaeger (above, n.6), esp. 178-83.
